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A. REVENUE IMPACT BY SOURCE OF FUNDS 

Salt Lake City, UT  84114-5310

This Bill Takes Effect: On passage

Bill Carries Own Appropriation:

FY 2009 FY 2010

1. General Fund

Please return to Fiscal Analyst by: February 6, 2008

FISCAL IMPACT OF PROPOSED LEGISLATION

2. Uniform School Fund - Education Fund

3. Transportation Fund

      3. Transportation Fund

4. Collections

-$                     

6 Local Funds

7. TOTAL

B. EXPENDITURE IMPACT:

      1. General Fund

      3. Uniform School Fund - Education Fund

      4. Collections

      5. Other Funds (List Below)

By Expenditure Category

      1. Salaries, Wages and Benefits

-$                     

-$                     -$                     

      7. Other (Specify)

      2. Travel

      3. Current Expenses

      6. Local Funds

      7. TOTAL

5. Other Funds (List Below)

      2. General Fund, One Time

-$                     -$                     

-$                     

-$                     

      8. TOTAL -$                     

If no fiscal impact in the first two years, indicate any impact in future years, and explain. Also, indicate any significant 

changes in fiscal impact beyond the first two years.  (Use back side, or attachment, if necessary.)



Bill Number: SB 223 Bill Title: Standards for Acceptance of School Transfer Application

 

D. Identify Sections of the Bill That Will Generate the Additional Workload or Cost Increase

Lines 59-63 (see E)

E. Expenditure Impact Details (Ties to totals in Section C)

F. No Fiscal Impact or Will Not Require Additional Appropriations?

G. If Bill Carries Its Own Appropriation:

H. Impact on Local Governments, Businesses, Associations, and Individuals

This fiscal note input draft does not imply endorsement of this bill by the State Board of Education or USOE.

This is a draft fiscal note response from the Utah State Office of Education (USOE) and may be revised in the future.

Complete text of substantive change:

(4) A board may not:

(a) discriminate against a student applying for enrollment whose intent is to participate

in varsity athletics; or

(b) reject an application for enrollment solely based upon a student's intent to

participate in varsity athletics.

This bill does not affect the USOE. It seems unlikely to have a fiscal impact on LEAs. Assuming that LEAs currently 

insist on knowing the extracurricular intentions of students before they approve or deny a transfer, this bill would 

essentially impose a "don't ask, don't tell" policy. The law already prohibits consideration of "athletic or other 

extracurricular ability" (Line 43) as a "standard" in deciding transfer applications.

Local Governments:

Businesses and Associations:

Individuals:

Specify requirements in the bill that drive the impact on local governments.


